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REMARKS 

I. Summary of Office Action 

Claims 1, 2, 16-45, and 47-75 are now pending in the application. 

The Examiner rejected claims 1, 2, 16-45, and 47-75 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

II. Summary of Telephonic Interview 

On August 10, 2007, the Examiner and the undersigned discussed in a telephonic 
interview the section 112, second paragraph, rejection of claims 1, 2, 16-45, and 47-75 set forth 
in the April 23, 2007 Office Action. Applicants and the undersigned wish to thank the Examiner 
for the courtesies extended during the interview. 

In connection with the section 1 12, second paragraph, rejection, the undersigned has 
amended the claims to incorporate the suggestions made by the Examiner in the April 23, 2007 
Office Action. During the telephonic interview, the Examiner reviewed these proposed 
amendments and suggested that the claims be further amended to specify that the "items" in the 
claims are "bonds" and that each bond on the list has bond data, which includes "a pricing option 
(one-step, standard, or phone), a bond identifier, a list type, a size, counterparties, a 'response 
due' time, and a 'response good for' time." In addition, the Examiner suggested that the feature 
of "displaying a list pricing state" be clarified to state that the system "verify[ies] whether at least 
one of: spread to benchmark, benchmark spot price, and benchmark spot yield have already been 
agreed for securities that trade on yield or discount margin" and "in response to verifying, 
displaying a list pricing state." To facilitate allowance of this application, the undersigned has 
amended the claims to incorporate the Examiner's suggested amendments, which Examiner 
indicated would make these claims allowable. 
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III. The Rejection of Claims 1, 2, 16-45, and 47-75 

Under 35 U.S.C. § 112. Second Paragraph • 

The Examiner rejected claims 1, 2, 16-45, and 47-75 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as his invention. 

In particular, the Examiner suggests amending the claims to omit all method steps 
performed by the users of the systems. In response to the rejections and in response to the 
Examiner's suggestions made during the telephonic interview (described above in Section II), 
claims 1,2, 16-19, 22-30, 33, 41, 44, 47-52, 54-62, 64, 72, and 74 are herein amended. 
Applicants respectfully submit that claims 1 , 2, 16-45, and 47-75 satisfy the requirements under 
35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph. Accordingly, applicants respectfully request that the 
Examiner withdraw the rejection of these claims under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph. 

IV. Conclusion 

The foregoing demonstrates that claims 1, 2, 16-45, and 47-75 are patentable. This 
application is therefore in condition for allowance. Reconsideration and prompt allowance are 
accordingly respectfully requested. 
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V. Authorization 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees, which may be 

required for this Amendment, or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 08-0219. 

In the event that an Extension of Time is required, or which may be required in addition 
to that requested in a petition for an Extension of Time, the Commissioner is requested to grant a 
petition for that Extension of Time which is required to make this response timely and is hereby 
authorized to charge any fee for such an Extension of Time or credit any overpayment for an 
Extension of Time to Deposit Account No. 08-0219. 

Respectfully submitted, 

WILMER CUTLER PICKERING 
HALE AND DORR LLP 



Date: October 22, 2007 /Philip R. Poh/ 

Philip R. Poh 
Registration No. 51,176 
Attorney for Applicants 
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